0/10/95 


Ilr. Dal^id Keck 
060 Chelsea Lane 
V/ostei’vfclle, Oil 4!i;U61 

itear Dave, 

In a fev/ i.dLnutca I liavc to lc..ve for a medical appointment but to be sure tiiat \Jhen I 
rotur i notliinc can lead me focot to tlianl: you so very much for your thoughtfulness in 
taldjie and sendin:: us those i5aie pipiui*c 5 of the v;onderful tribute to VirgiJ((La Durr I do 
tliat and slmi; lAio letter now. ^minder: Bucluiald stories, two, geese £ind CIA. Later: 

1*11 write Virgihia abouL* Buchi/ald and enclose a copy. 

\//ihat you so:'* about Livingstone is a bit arabnguous and wliatever it means I*d like to lai 
v/liatcvgi* else you can say tiian: **G,J, Rowell's idon't know him) investi/rator '^^r it) 
reporter on tlio Tliird Decade confer '>‘nce* Tliere was a self -serviiig^ interview with Living- 
stone who claims multitudes are floclclng to liim be irue)^ f hough he lias boon vili- 

fied.*' I tliialc you probably mean Uiat Rowell interview're/'Livingstono there and reported 
it in his sheet, wliatever it is. Continuing with your note, and I presume you are speaking 
for yourself, "TMs investigation has turned into litmus tests and fellow «^"itic-bashing. *' 

The critic-basiling is mostly Livingstone's and an 3 »’one lesponds , tliat liim 

starting it. 

With liim that is not really new. 

But tliere are others who liavc long done it. I avf.id public comment unless there is 
no real choice. / • 

But I do not in the BibliograpbyyBibliographia/4ss:?y in AGAHI! 

About v/liich L have no news. 


In any cven^ I'll up,rr?ciate auytliing you cm^nd me about or from Livingstone, in- 

I 

eluding wliat you refer to as 1 quote you above. 

lliose Livingstone lias accused of conspiring against liim continue to grow. All they 
liave to do it refused to have a. Ly thing to do v/itli liim. 

T\/o more lecent cases. 


Again tiianlcs for you± thouglitfulTiess and sorrow over you 
friend's untimely dealdi. 


